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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND OF THE PROBLEM 
Introduction to the Problem 
Within recent years, much has been said and done to aid 
the urban areas in the development of more satisfactory pro-
grams of music education. Basically, however, this general 
trend of advancement only affects approximately fifty-five per 
cent of the national population. What type of fare, then, 
under the classification of music education, is being "rationed! 
ou~'to the remaining forty-five per cent of our population? 1 
While some attention to their music problems has been 
ing the status of music education in New Hampshire reveal no 
1 exceptions to the national tendency previously mentioned. 
For several generations, we as a country have been faced 
with many complex problems while dealing with the various 
aspects of education. 
"One of the oldest problems of school administrators is 
that of organizing and financing a worthy program of Music 
l 
il 
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Education in the rural schools.n1 Surveys of New Hampshire's 
public schools have found a similar situation in existence. 
Of all the various problems mentioned in these surveys, the 
one which is included in each survey, almost without excep-
tion, is "lack of funds." With this in mind, it is the pur-
pose of this study to determine hmv dependent the music 
program is upon the economic and physical status of the 
community in which it functions. 
Source 
Ever since it was first my privilege to live and teach 
in some of the rural communities in New Hampshire, I have 
been impressed repeatedly by the tremendous need for more 
adequate programs of music education in these communities. 
While some of the rural schools can boast effective music 
programs, others have none. It hardly seems as though a 
lack of facilities should serve as a sufficient excuse for thJ 
absence of so vital a force in our complete education scheme. I 
Why, then, do these conditions exist? 
Many of the communities are virtually untouched by t he 
instrumental phase of our music education programs. There 
are many times when pupils seem genuinely perplexed at the 
discovery that their city cousins are being given much 
lHarriet H. Hester, "Organization and Support of Rural 
School Music,tt Education Music Magazine, XVI, No. 2 (January-
February, 1937), 9. 
I 
I 
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greater opportunities in the field of music. These instances I 
only emphasize, still more, the tremendous obligation to our 
rural population that we, as music educators, must fulfill. 
With a vision of how to use music in the complete · 
educational scheme, and an enthusiasm for teaching it, 
music will become a vital classroom subject, and at 
little cost to the school. The absence of music in 
rural schools is but remotely a matter of cost. A 
philosophy of educational practice which considers 
music indispensible is of first importance. Music will 
be taught, in spite of cost, if the teacher or her 
superior, or both, believe that it should be.l 
Justification 
It is hoped that through these mediums this survey may 
be of some public service. 
1. Assemble information that would aid the following 
in the building, expansion and revision of school 
music programs in New Hampshire: 
a. State Department of Education 
b. School Superintendents 
c. School Boards 
d. Principals 
e. Music Supervisors 
2. Aid administrators in planning their school and 
music budgets, by making available information re-
garding the costs of many music programs, and the 
1Glenn Gildersleeve, "Trends in Rural School Music," 
Education Music Magazine, XVI, No.2 (Janua.ry-February,l937), 
9. 
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benefits received from such expenditures. 
3. Make available to the public sufficient ir~ formation 
pertaining to the financial and physical aspects of 
various music programs, in addition to the general 
content and benefits received from these programs, 
that they may compare their own programs with those 
in similar towns. 
4. Place before the public information regarding the 
possibilities of establishing music programs in 
those communities that have no ~ormal programs at 
the present time, by the inclusion of: 
a. basic costs of music education in similar towns. 
b. general feelings of administrators and music 
supervisors toward the inclusion of music educa-
tion in the public schools. 
5. Assemble information that would aid the Music Edu-
cation Research Council in the problems of School 
Music Budgets and Rural Music, which v1fere included 
in their "Recommended Graduate Studies." 
Scope 
According to the U. s. Bureau of Census, a Rural Town 
may be defined as any town with a population less than 2500. 
The 206 towns in the state of New Hampshire that, according 
to the 1940 census, had a population of less than 2500, are 
included in this survey. The term rural schools refers to 
4 
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all public schools in these rural to~ns. 
Physical factors included in this survey are: 
1. Size of town in acreage 
2. Population of town 
3. Number of schools 
4. Number of Music Supervisors 
5. School enrollments--tuition and non-tuition 
6. Number of pupil participants in music programs 
7. General content of the music program 
8. Type of community--farming, industrial or residentid 
Economic factors refer to: 
l. Total real estate value of town 
2. Tax Rate 
3. Town debt 
4. Town budget 
5. School budget 
6. Music budget 
7. State Aid 
8. Tuition rates 
The reactions of a number of administrators to these 
two types of conditions are reported. 
1. The possible introduction and establishment of 
music education in those communities that now have 
no formal music programs. 
2. Music education as it is functioning at the present 
time in various communities. 
====------
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Assumptions 
In making a survey of this type, it seems quite 
necessary to make certain assumptions regarding some of the 
materials used and the methods by which these materials have 
been obtained. Listed below are assumptions which I am 
making in doing this survey. 
1. The physical and economic factors included in this 
study are the important ones related to music edu-
cation in rural schools. 
2. The population limit of 2500 would include all 
rural schools in New Hampshire. 
3. The records submitted to the State Department of 
Education from the various schools are absolutely 
correct. 
4. Complete and accurate accounts have been made of 
all financial transactions within the music depart-
ments. 
5. Impartial responses have been procured from all 
interviews. 
6. Observations of music programs and community situa-
tions are made of the typical ones for each parti-
cular problem. 
7. Presentation of data is treated significantly in 
order that it may not be falsely interpreted. 
I 
I 
I 
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Review of Previous Research 
Survey Procedure 
One of the most effective methods of obtaining data 
for any survey is by means of interview. It is especially 
effective in procuring opinions, attitudes or reactions, 
since these are extremely difficult to interpret from ques-
tionnaires. Smith, in his book Educational Research, 
Principles and Practices, recommends the use of a carefully 
constructed check-list for greater facility in the procedure 
of interviewing. A check-list has been constructed for use 
in obtaining administrative reaction in this survey. 
Status of rvlusic Education in New Hampshire 
There seems to be available only one thesis directly 
pertaining to music education in Nevl Hampshire. ttMusic in 
the Rural High Schools in Maine and New Hampshire," written 
by E. Gillette in 1950, reports an Investigation of the 
factors responsible for the unequal opportunities received 
by rural high school pupils in Music Education, in comparison 
to those of urban pupils. The study seemed to bring out two 
major problems: 
1. Time--overcrowded schedules of supervisors, due to 
the problem of transportation from one community to 
another. 
2. Instruments--lacks of funds to obtain good instru-
...... 
' 
I ments and instrumental instructors. 
_ jlf== 
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Another study, somewhat similar to the one previously 
mentioned, is R. Austin's "Problems and Accomplishments of 
Music Teachers and Supervisors in the Smaller High Schools 
of Iv1assachusetts and Connecticut," written in 1949. Here 
it was pointed out that the physical and financial conditions 
were extremely poor, with very limited budgets, and in some 
cases no music allotments. Scheduling of time and rooms 
seemed most inadequate. In many instances, the General Music 
course was either neglected or omitted entirely. More 
emphasis was given the general mixed choruses in the senior 
high schools than in the junior high grades. In general, 
vocal clubs seemed to prevail over the instrumental activi-
ties. 
Administrative Staff and Problems 
_L 
The school administrator plays a vital role in the 
establishment of a successful program in music education. It 1 
becomes a positive and permanent part of the school curriculum ! 
I 
through his efforts. He makes the program of study and 
defends this to the public. Before any new course or program 
can be introduced, it is he who must be convinced of its 
value in the education of the whole child. He, then, must 
persuade the school board and taxpayers that such a program 
is essential to proper education. 
Education leaders must have the viewpoint that a 
well-rounded program of public school education is more 
than fact learning, and that a healthy emotional growth 
I 
8 
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is equally important in the development of wholesome 
personalities. Furthermore, these leaders must be pre-
pared to interpret to practical minded parents that a 
'living culture' is just as important to their children 
as a 'living wage'.l 
Some rural educators have made the mistake of think-
ing of rural education only as a preparation for rural 
life. After all, the general social aims of rural 
schools and of urban schools are the same. The forms 
they take, and the ways in which they are realized 
through school experiences may differ, but the beginning 
point in any search for the aims of education in today's 
world must be a recognition of the interdependence of 
all people.2 
Some of the existing poor conditions in rural schools 
are not a result of the size of the school itself, namely the 
number of pupils it enrolls, but spring from other causes. 
Some are a result of the philosophy of education which has 
I 
II 9 
been acc.epted, and some are due to the way education has 1! 
developed in the United States. 
One of the main jobs of the administration in the 
functioning of a Music Education program is to integrate the 
objectives of the program, the activities of the teacher, 
and the materials used. Another vital factor is the super-
visor's sense of values in terms of success. It would be 
well for teacher training institutions to give this matter 
more consideration, in order that supervisors may come to 
realize that success will not be measured in terms of the size 
!Gildersleeve, op. cit. 
2Ernest Hilton, Rural School Management, American Book 
Company, Boston, Mass. (1949 edition), 239. 
of the town, or the number of "firsts" won in a contest. 
Success is rather measured in terms of how effectively the 
message of music is being carried to the community at large. 
Finance 
"A Study of State Aid to Secondary Schools in New 
Hampshire and Its Influence on Physical Education," written 
by P. Janetos in 1949, reinforces the idea that perhaps State 1 
Aid for public school education might be a boon to such I 
phases of education as physical and music education. At the j 
time this study was completed, however, the new State Aid 
program had not been in effect long enough to show a complete I 
picture of its possibilities. It would be interesting to 
note what direct effect this comparatively new measure has 
had on the field of music education. The State Aid Bill in 
New Hampshire states that funds made available to school 
districts are to be spent at their own discretion for the 
I' improvement of education. No detailed accounting has to be 
I 
I 
I 
I 
done concerning the expenditures of these funds. Therefore 
it was rather difficult to determine from any State Reports 
just what sum had been spent for physical education, but it 
was comparatively easy to note the influence of this allot-
ment. 
In 1949 F. Batorski made a study on "The Costs of 
Music Instruction in Four Public School Systems As Compared I 
I 
With the Costs of Instruction in Other Subjects of the Curri- l 
culum." Since such items as administration, maintenance, 
-- ._ 
- o 
I 
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II 
I' building, equipment, and supply costs were too difficult to 
obtain they were not included as a cost of instruction which 
was primarily composed of teachers' salaries. In the first 
six grades, costs of instruction in music was rated the sixth 
least expensive in a listing of nine items. At the secondary 
1 level, it was found that music instruction was one of the 
:1 least expensive i terns in the \<Thole budget. 
I 
Throughout the United States the rural population is 
carrying an educational load out of all proportion to that 
carried by people living in the larger to\lms and cities. 
The educational load measured by the ratio of children to 
adults grows heavier as the size of the town decreases. 
When the farming population constitutes nearly one-
fourth of the total population of the United States, and yet 
received only about one-tenth of the total income, there is 
relatively little money left for education. It is not sur-
prising, then, that r~al areas have more than their share 
of financial problems. 
There is a higher per capita cost neces~ary in 
II ~~ smaller schools to provide an adequate educational program 
under the traditional methods of carrying on schools which 
have developed in this country. The enlargement of a school 
in any particular rural situation, without increasing the 
density of the population, requires a problem of pupil 
1 
transportation, which tends to make the per pupil cost higher 
J 
than in more densely populated districts. All of these 
I 
!I 
various matters must be taken into consideration if we are to 
fully comprehend the many aspects of rural education. Some 
other reasons for our rural schools being in a state of 
financial embarrassment are the continually rising educa-
tional costs, such as teachers' salaries, the status of 
I 
community wealth, and the confines of community tradition and I 
I 
attitude. 
H. H. Hill, in his book The Music Budget for the Next 
Hundred Years has made these suggestions: 
1. Build up confidence that any money asked for will 
be carefully spent. 
2. Formulate, mature, and prove a long-time music pro- 1 
gram so that each expenditure contributes definite-
ly to the ultimate goal. 
3. Check occasionally to see what can be done better 
without more money. 
4. Do not try to recruit more participants into the 
music program, merely as a device to rightly seek 
more money. 
Facilities 
It is of maximum importance that some attention be 
given to the status of the facilities for a music program. 
Poor facilities make for poorer programs, thus increasing 
Program Needs 
I Studies of program needs show that there is an emphasis 
I 
upon obtaining more trained personnel, a longer school day, 
and extra classrooms. 
More help needs to be given to the matter of program 
activities, as well. Program activities should be selected 
according to individual needs, developmental value, interest 
to students, and carry-over value. Some of these activities 
in rural education should develop an appreciation of beauty 
and nourish the creative spirit in children and youths. In 
rural life there is much of beauty. Much that is ugly need 
not be sol 
Rural people live a common normal life, not bounded 
by the many sophisticated ways which have become part 
of metropolitan living. If we are going to bring music 
to Rural America, it must be the kind of music that 
will function in everyday living, the kind in which 
everyone will be able to participate. Let us help 
Rural America to learn to sing at their work and play, 
and in so doing, they will mfve onward in their quest 
for a fuller, richer living. 
Need for Further Research 
Considerable research needs to be done in order that 
an adequate and practical curriculum in music may be 
adopted to the one-room school, and the small graded 
school.2 
1Lester McCoy, '~he Case of Rural Music," Education 
Music Magazine, XVI, No.2 (January-February, 1937), 9. 
i3 
2Education Music Magazine, XXVI, No.3, (January- ~ 
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CHAPTER II 
PROCEDURES 
Logical Analysis of the Problem 
After analyzing the problem, it appeared necessary to 
make a survey of each of the following categories, which in-
clude all vital phases of the problem. 
1. Physical aspects of music education in rural 
communities. 
2. Financial status of music education in rural 
communities. 
3. Administrative reaction toward the establishment 
of new music programs, and the improvement of 
existing programs. 
Investigation of Literature 
Before making a survey of the three phases of this 
problem, it was necessary to review all available research 
of the similar and closely related problems. Pertinent 
theses, dissertations, and other literature included in books, 
magazines, and newspaper articles were read and are reported 
in Chapter I. The general topics which were covered by the 
review of research are: 
1. Financial aspects of various educational programs. 
2. Status of rural music education. 
-- ~ ---== ~~-::::;;_ -- -- ----=..:..=:...._...::::::,.____-=------=-- -====-=--- --~ ----- -
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3. Physical condition of music education in rural 
areas. 
4. Comparative analysis of education in rural communi-
ties. 
Choice of Towns for the Entire Study 
All towns in the State of New Hampshire, having a 
population of less than 2500, were chosen for this survey. 
This information was obtained from the 1950 Census Report, 
issued by the New Hampshire State Planning and Development 
Commission. 
Construction of the Interview Check-List 
The check-list was constructed in such manner that it 
might be used successfully in all communities, regardless of 
I 
I the status of their music education programs. The entire 
!I I, 
·j check-list was used in those communities with no organized 
11 music education programs, while only Part II was used in 
!I 
I il those communities which have some type of a formal music 
~~ program. 
!1 The primary purpose of interviewing was to obtain 
administrative reaction as to what the basic factors are 
which prevent or hinder the establishment of music education 
programs in the public schools. The questions w~re designed 
with that objective in mind. For reasons of efficiency in 
recording the interview, many factors were listed belm'lf most 
1 5 
'I 
____ __~__________ _II 
of the question~,with ample space provided for any further 
'11 
comments which needed to be made. ! 
Choice of Towns for the Interviews 
Tmms were chosen for the interviews on the basis of 
the degree of music education indicated in their school re-
ports on file at the Department of Education in Concord, New 
Hampshire. Towns appearing to have active music programs 
and those with no indicated music programs were chosen for 
contrasting situations for interviewing purposes. Next, 
combinations of both groupings that were to be found included 
in the same locality or superintendent's union were made the 
final choice for the interviews. 
Conducting the Interviews 
School superintendents, principals, and music super-
visors were interviewed. Each interview was approximately 
one hour in length, and dealt with the more detailed aspects 
of rural music which were not available from the State 
records and reports. In most instances, observations were 
made of the schools and community where the interviews were 
conducted, thus enabling the writer to obtain a more complete 
picture of each individual situation. 
Gathering the Data 
All data included in this study, with the exception 
_______ ~ of the administrative reactions obtained by interviews, was 
1 II I 
I 
tl 
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procured from records and reports on file at one of the 
following sources: 
1. New Hampshire State Planning and Development 
Commission, Concord, New Hampshire. 
a. Total population 
b. Total area in square miles 
c. Type of community 
2. New Hampshire State Tax Commission, Concord, New 
Hampshire. 
a. Total net valuation (town) 
b. Tax rate (town) 
c. Net Surplus (town) 
d. Net debt (town) 
e. Net surplus (school) 
f. Net debt (school) 
3. New Hampshire State Department of Education, Divi-
sion of Research, Concord, New Hampshire. 
a. Total number of schools 
b. School system (type) 
c. Total enrollment 
d. Outgoing tuitions 
e. Incoming tuitions 
f. Average cost per pupil in attendance 
g. Average cost per pupil in residence 
h. State aid allotment 
==========~-==~~=~--==·=====~=================================== 
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! 1_8 
i. Equalized valuation per resident pupil 
j. Total current expenditures less tuitions 
k. Number of full-time music teachers 
l. Number of part-time music teachers 
m. Total salary for Music Education 
n. l'viusic program activities 
Treatment of Data 
A comparison was made between each of the physical and 
economic factors from the towns having music programs and 
those factors from the towns where no established music 
education programs were in existence. This comparison was 1 
made in order to determine whether or not any of these factors ! 
were directly responsible for the existence or absence of 
music programs. 
Responses to each of the questions on the interview 
check-list were tabulated, that an over-all picture of the 
administrative reaction to each question might be made clear. 
All comments made on each question on the check-list were 
surmnarized, listed according to the frequency of their 
appearance on the check-lists. 
!I 
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CHAPTER III 
COMPILATION AND ANALYSIS OF PHYSICAL AND ECONOMIC FACTORS 
According to the findings of this survey there were 
eighty rural towns in the State of New Hampshire which had no I 
organized Music Education programs in their public schools 
during the 1950-1951 school year. This group of towns repre-
sents 41.7 per cent of the total number of rural towns in 
New Hampshire. The information obtained from investigation 
of the physical and economic factors of these eighty towns 
is reported in this chapter. 
Analysis of Towns Without Organized Music Education Programs 
1. General classification of towns. 
78.75 per cent - Farming 
11.25 per cent - Industrial 
10.00 per cent - Residential 
·I 
I 
,I 
II 
II 
II 
I 
I 
From the previous listing it would appear that farm- i I 
---- -- -=~=.: 
ing is an important factor. There are, however, 
many more farming communities in New Hampshire ,than 
there are industrial or residential communities. 
It has been found that 49.7 per cent of all these 
farming communities have no formalized music educa- I 
tion in their public schools, while 35.4 per cent I' 
II 
of the industrial and 14.9 per cent of the residential 
II 
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TABLE 1 
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF THE TYPES OF RURAL TOWNS 
IN NEW HAMPSHIRE AND STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM 
Number With Per Cent With 
Classification Number Per Cent No Music No Music 
Program Program 
Farming 48 25.0 30 62.5 
Farming-
Residential 63 32.7 22 34.9 
Farming-
Industrial 15 7.8 11 73.3 
Industrial 22 11.5 4 18.1 
Industrial-
Residential 13 6.8 5 38.4 
Residential 28 14.6 8 28.6 
Farming-
Industrial-
Residential 3 1.6 0 
,j 
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2. 
communities are in the same situation. Expressed 
in terms of ratios, this information would read: 
a. Ten out of every twenty farming towns have no 
formalized music education. 
b. Seven out of every twenty industrial towns have 
no formalized music education. 1 
c. Three out of every twenty residential towns have 11 
no formalized music education. 
Population of towns. 
62.5 per cent - less than 500 inhabitants. 
68.8 per cent - less than 600 inhabitants. 
75.0 per cent - less than 700 inhabitants. 
77.5 per cent - less than BOO inhabitants • 
80.0 per cent 
- less than 900 inhabitants. 
85.0 per cent - less than 1000 inhabitants. 
15.0 per cent - more than 1000 and less than 
2500 inhabitants. 
Most of the towns having no music programs have a 
population of less than 500. When comparing this 
group with the total number of towns having a popu-
lation less than 500, it is found that 65.7 per 
cent of all towns less than 500 have no Music 
cation programs. By a similar comparison the 
following percentages have been found. 
44.7 per cent - less than 
44.6 per cent - less than 
600 inhabitants. 
700 inhabitants. 
Edu-
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TABLE II 
tt 
THE FlliANCIAL AND PHYSICAL STATUS OF FARm.NG TOWNS 
Town Population Size-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Rate Town Town Presence of Net Surplus Net Debt Music Program 
Acwort:.h 4J2 38.9 524,938 . 4.20 16,693.87 
Alaxandria 401 42.9 575,045 3.50 15,220.25 
Atkinson 490 u.o 632,216 4.80 1,996.55 
Barrington 952 49.1 742,602 5.56 5,805,07 X 
Brentwood 819 16.8 572,510 6.36 3,949.70 
Brookfield 157 23.4 436,126 2.86 1,333.79 
Chatham 177 57.6 244,510 3.10 3,006.78 
Chester 820 26.0 905,461 5.70 1,759.20 X 
Clarksville 170 54.6 594,250 3.55 7,585.46 
Columbia 493 62.1 599,949 3-74 6,209.34 X 
Cornish 987 42.8 1,352,132 4.33 207.18 
Danbury 494 37.7 4ll,650 5.40 3,264.14 X 
Deerfield 703 51.9 844,928 4.80 9,365.43 X 
Dorchester l33 45.7 181,417 4.50 948.07 
Dummer 228 49.5 926,874 2.60 1,284.56 
' East Kingston 448 9.9 456,275 3.20 1,763.85 X 
Easton 95 31.3 249,276 1.60 143.90 
Epsom 748 33.9 864,370 4.55 7,291.34 X 
" Gilmanton 751 59.9 2,590,4l3 3.70 5,415.74 X 
Goshen 356 21.8 347,472 4.38 232.91 
Groton 106 40.7 447,400 3.00 4,016.64 
Hollis 1,193 33.1 1,268,328 5.20 5,734.96 X 
Jefferson 722 51.2 ·1,008,083 5.00 1,854.68 
11 
Kensington 540 u.s 647,325 3.60 5,~5.97 X 
Landafr 342 28.6 317,052 2.44 353,32 
Langdon 375 16.4 325,020 4.35 3,444.25 
Lee 528 20.4 527,829 4.80 1,060.21 
Litchfield 421 15.5 513,059 2.75 594.35 X I 
Loudon 1,012 46.4 863,881 6.16 14,560.42 ~ II ?,) I 
li (,"'1 
II 
TABLE ll (Continued) 
Town Population Size-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Rate Town Town Presence of Net Surplus Net Debt Music Program 
Izyman 239 28.5 370,484 3.40 155.33 
Lyme 923 54.9 945,232 5.82 9,845.38 X 
Lyndeboro 550 30.6 658,193 4.50 11,300.97 
Mont Vernon 406 16.8 597,018 3.68 19,229.43 X 
Newington 490 12.1 1,109,793 2.65 287.08 X 
New Ipswich 1,141 33.4 1,524,088 4.82 6,378.52 X 
Orange 83 24.0 151,732 4.00 1,666.89 
Pelham 1,308 27.2 1,279,300 4.60 2,134.17 X 
Roxbury 114 12.3 201,766 3.80 1,578.56 
I Sandown 312 14.3 439,694 5.00 3,362.52 
I South Hampton 310 7.9 370,870 3.20 2,618.02 
' Springfield 306 43.6 461,513 5.80 2,713.77 
Stratham 758 15.2 838,008 4.10 2,197.68 X 
Sullivan 271 19.1 282,105 2.80 1,499.64 
SUI'17 291 16.1 390,261 3.90 2,713.06 
I. Unity 653 36.9 526,690 5.60 7,324.37 
Weare 1,340 60.3 1,264,918 5.90 13,680.20 
vlentworth 409 42.2 475,641 4.87 1,502.89 X 
Westmoreland 785 36.8 805,754 4.84 18,702.24 X 
Windsor 27 8.9 122,106 3.10 751.52 
Median 490 33.9 527,829 4.87 1,578.56 9,365.43 9 
II 
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TABLE Ill 
THE FINANCIAL AND PHYSICAL STATUS OF INDUSTRIAL TOWNS 
= 
TCMl . . Town Town Presence of Populat~on S~ze-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Rate Net Surplus Net Debt Music Program 
Allenstown 1,533 20.6 1,589,244 3.28 3,049.54 X 
Antrim 1,022 37.0 1,488,171 5.03 4,640.37 
Ashland 1,596 u.s 2,198,157 4.95 24,459.35 X 
Bartlett 1,066 70.7 1,273,179 4.97 18,456.75 X 
Belmont 1,625 31.4 1,755,729 5.66 46,481.47 X 
Bennington 590 11.6 1,211,097 3e45 1,909.80 X 
Boscawen 1,854 25.4 1,932,998 4.82 466.89 X 
Enfield 1,597 43.1 1,860,958 5.75 2,452.l3 X 
Epping 1,789 26.2 1,074,176 7.20 669.78 X 
Greenville 1,269 7.1 1,193,843 4.25 l3,375.77 X 
Hillsboro 2,174 45.0 2,882,282 4.66 10,328.43 X 
Hinsdale 1,942 23.0 3,728,020 4.20 45,8l3.91 X 
Lincoln 1,411 127.3 1,839,007 4.64 38,106.27 X 
1 Marlboro 1,554 20.7 1,617,950 4.80 924.82 
Milton 1,510 34.7 1,793,662 5.10 2,708.08 X 
Pittsfield 2,3l3 24.2 2,736,152 5.10 3,714.04 X 
Plaistow 1,970 10.5 1,548,960 5.50 2,445.54 X 
Raymond 1,432 29.3 1,167,4~ 7.20 5,6~.31 X 
Rollinsford 1,625 7.7 1,595,457 4.87 14,268.34 
Stratford 967 81.4 952,039 5.70 23,717.47 X 
Wentworth's Loc. 48 19.5 162,911 3.04 1,178.08 
Median 
j 
I 
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Town 
II 
Alstead 
Barnstead 
Bath 
Fremont 
Gilsum 
Grafton 
Grantham 
Greenfield 
Harrisville 
Henniker 
Merrimack 
Milan 
Newton 
'Stark 
Stewartstown 
I 
Median 
II 
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TABLE V 
THE FmANCIAL AND PHYSICAL STATUS OF 
FARmNG AND mDUSTRIAL 
TOWNS 
: 
Population Size-Average Total Valuation Tax Rate Ne!~urplus Ne!O\:bt 
834 39.7 931,570 5.98 1,544.29 
839 44.6 858,240 5.20 545.28 
699 39.9 948,559 4.27 1,962.21 
696 17.2 656,611 4.10 5,721.68 
575 57.5 361,923 4.30 1,965.67 
441 42.8 565,026 4.80 791.53 
361 27.4 237,010 4.80 399.93 
424 27.3 659,017 4.20 28,558.33 
520 20.2 1,102,300 4.16 522.98 
1,677 44.3 1,733,015 4.60 69,936.36 
1,903 33.8 1,766,403 5.86 8,274.12 
737 .. 66.4 916,031 5.20 1,353.47 
1,071 9·9 886,069 4.58 3,110.42 
358 60.6 580,956 3.10 4,842.60 
970 47.4 926,198 6.36 42,768.60 
699 39.9 916,031 4.80 4,842.60 1,962.21 
-
Presence of 
Music Program 
X 
X 
X 
X 
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' TABLE VI 
THE FINANCIAL AND PHYSICAL STATUS OF 
FARMING AND RESIDENTIAL . 
TOWNS 
Town Town Town Presence of Population Size-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Rate Net Surplus Net Debt Music Program 
Amherst 1,452 34.8 1,549,935 5.13 ll,852.16 X 
Auburn 1,157 28.3 797,6U 4.95 3,977.16 X 
Bow 1,063 30.1 2,346,222 3.44 2,432.56 
Bridgewater 252 21.5 741,500 2.66 l,ll2.38 X 
Candia 1,131 29.9 659,713 5.72 2,210.20 X 
Canterbury 629 44.8 642,740 5.73 1,447.29 X 
Center Harbor 447 13.8 998,945 3.12 821.57 X 
Charlestown 2,065 37·7 2,759,J.28 5.20 3,930.04. X 
I Chesterfield 969 48.1 1,727,ll8 3.92 3,629.38 
Chichester 740 21.2 693,283 4.80 1,581.93 X 
1
Colebrook 2,096 41.5 2,428,063 5.23 8,838.12 X 
!Croydon 347 37.6 408,028 4.35 2,697.89 
Dalton 559 27.8 571,349 4.42 8,7(13.89 X 
Danville 5ll ll.7 383,841 6.00 402.50 
1Deering 388 31.7 543,155 4.12 2,128.55 
' Dublin 622 29.5 2,021,078 2.96 8,957.89 X 
I' 'numbarton 532 31.9 663,047 4.50 930.96 X Eaton 219 27.0 302,236 6.20 2,296.49 
Effingham 336 40.1 593,934 4.44 988.25 
Errol 222 70.2 783,726 2.70 4,310.03 
,Fitzwilliam 866 36.5 1,202,530 5.00 265.69 X 
,Greenland 717 )3.6 820,950 3.00 842.54 X 
Hampstead 899 )4.4 1,089,635 5.46 3,057.37 X 
Hampton Falls 623 12.5 1,121,255 2.40 6,157·04 X 
Hancock 605 31.4 1,030,998 3.56 26,7]3.17 X 
,Hebron 134 18.6 643,180 2.50 5,465.78 
Hopkinton 1,816 44.4 2,374,779 4.90 2,237.48 X 
1jJackson 342 68.4 849,649 3.06 7,427.87 X 
!Kingston 1,170 20.8 1,080,717 4.70 4,045.50 
Lempster 309 32.5 242,450 ;.so 2,076.30 
- -
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TABLE VI (Continued) 
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Town Population Size-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Rate Town Town Presence ot Net Surplus Net Debt Music Progrsm 
Marlow 330 26.5 332~350 4.56 1~809.33 
Mason 287 24.1 .352~144 4.50 3~290 • .34 X 
Middleton 253 18.6 203,913 4.00 2~155.06 
Monroe 409 22.5 9,194~535 1.10 2,198.89 X 
Nelson 229 23.7 478~914 5.00 4,515.20 
New Boston 847 44.1 913~763 7.61 4~586.73 X 
Newtields 470 7.3 .344~927 4.92 3,009.02 X 
New Hampton 720 38.2 1,825~3.39 3.82 7~13.3.35 X 
North Hampton 1~099 ]3.8 2~443,361 3.12 3A38.95 X 
Northwood 960 29.7 982~555 5.60 2~227.68 X 
Nottingham 591 48.1 618~515 4.52 47.32 X 
Ortord 717 47·9 850~735 5.06 7~736.68 X 
l'iermont 514 39.9 1~055~736 2.80 1,295 • .30 X 
Pittsburg 693 296.8 2,516~067 3.90 13~775.57 
Plaintield 1~005 52.4 1~027,365 5.70 8~685.89 
Richmond 257 ,38.4 273,844 4.85 4,265.73 
Rindge 703 40.0 1~205~313 4.30 8(f7.36 X 
Rumney 845 42.4 1~083~970 4.66 4,012.87 X 
Salisbury 423 .39.6 514~082 4.66 888.73 
Sanbornton 751 49.5 1,149~928 4.22 1,242.00 X 
Sandwich 606 94.0 1~48J.,825 3.90 2,487.17 X 
Sharon 62 14.4 151~302 2.03 1~607.17 
Shelburne 179 48.2 814~885 2.50 1,779.72 
Stoddard 200 53.9 493~255 3.80 4,799.17 X 
Stra:ftord. 700 52.0 896,914 4.80 4~428.45 X 
Sutton 543 42.9 875,790 4.50 5~003-58 X 
Temple 327 23.7 549~581 3.82 7,948.18 X 
Thornton 460 51.0 552~653 2.98 277.28 X 
\'larren 579 48.9 591,099 3.82 538.23 X 
Washington 165 48.0 470~432 4.48 2~732.91 X 
Webster 388 28.2 558~862 4.43 3~063.40 X 
I 
j1 
II II l-v CIJ 
Town 
Wilmot 
Windham 
Median 
TABLE VI (Cont:inued) 
Town Town Presence of 
Population Size-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Rate Net Surplus Net Debt Music Program 
371 
956 
847 
29.2 
27.2 
38.4 
426,033 
122,106 
814,885 
4.04 
3.10 
4.66 
1,083.66 
751.52 
1,083.66 3,629.38 20 
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TABLE VII 
THE FINANCIAL AND PHYSICAL STATUS OF 
F ARlfiNG AND RESIDENTIAL 
==============================~T~=======-=== 
Town Town Town Presence of Population Size-Acreage Total Valuation Tax Ra.te Net Surplus Net Debt Music Program 
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41.7 per cent - less than 800 inhabitants. 
40.0 per cent - less than 900 inhabitants. 
40.5 per cent - less than 1000 inhabitants. 
50.0 per cent - more than 1000 and less than 
2500 inhabitants. 1
1 
There is no s i gnificant difference in the population! 
of those communities having organized music programs 1 
and those without such programs. 
3. Size of town in acreage. 
The median acreage of the eighty towns without 
music education is 36.7 acres, while the median for 
al l rural towns is 36.8 acres. The average acreage 
of the towns without music education is 44.3 acres, 
while the rural average is 44.2 acres. The differ-
I 
ence in acreage between towns having no music edu-
cation and those with such instruction is not signi-1. 
ficant then. 
4. Total real estate value. 
1.4 per cent - valuation over $100,000 and less 
than $l , 000, 000. 
96.1 per cent - valuation over $1,000,000 and 
less than $2 ,000,000. 
2.5 per cent - valuation over $ 2,000,000 and 
less than $3,000,000. 
The total groupings for all the rural towns in the 
------
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State are considerably higher, indicating the im-
portance of the total valuation of a town to the 
existence of a music program in its schools. The 
percentage distribution for each $1,000,000 valua-
tion in all rural towns in New Hampshire is as 
follows: 
.4 per cent - valuation less than $1,000,000. 
78.3 per cent - valuation over $1,000,000 and 
less than $2,000,000. 
19.9 per cent - valuation over $2,000,000 and 
less than $3,000,000. 
2.3 per cent - valuation over $3,000,000 and 
less than $4,000,000. 
.1 per cent - valuation over $4,000,000 and 
less than $5,000,000. 
5. Tax rate. 
4.5 per cent - tax rate less than 3.00. 
47.5 per cent - tax rate more than 3.00 and less 
than 4.00. 
45.0 per cent - tax rate more than 4.00 and less 
than 5.00. 
I 
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2.5 per, cent - tax rate more than 5.00 and less 1 
', 
than 6.00. 
I· 
.5 per cent - tax rate more than 6.00 and less I 
than 7.00 • . 
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In general, the tax rate in those towns having no 
music education is between 3.00 and 5.00. That is 
slightly low·er than the general grouping for all 
rural New Hampshire towns, that being between 3.50 
and 5.50. The difference isn't sufficiently great 
to give it any significance, however. 
6. Town debt. 
Only twenty-three per cent of the towns without 
music progrruns had any town debt, while seventy-one 
per cent of the towns with music programs had debts. 
Perhaps this difference is due to the fact that 
those towns not having music education are small 
and find it necessary to operate on a more 
restricted income than do the larger towns. There 
I 
might be any number of other reasons for this, also. 
1 
7. State Aid. 
A new system of State Aid has been introduced in 
New Hampshire, entirely changing the method of 
qualifying towns to receive such benefit. It is 
impossible to tell at the present writing how this 
allocation of funds has or will affect the status 
of music education in the St~te. 
8. Number of schools in each town. 
78.5 per cent - only one school. 
13.9 per cent - only two schools. 
,, 
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II TABLE Vlli 
THE COST OF SCHOOL MA.ml'ENANCE m FARMING TOWNS 
Ave. Cost per Ave. Cost per Equalized Total Current School School Town state Aid Pupil in Pupil in Valuation per Expenditures 
Attendance Residence Resident Pupil Less Tuitions Net Surplus Net Debt 
Acwort.h 3,724.93 . 230.04 198.60 9,092 9,201.58 3,96o.o2 I 
A1axandri.a. 4,622.44 236.66 185.54 8,835 9,466.29 3~.56 1 
Atkinson 4,498.51 183.05 163.43 6,481 14,094.90 32,976.lp. 
11 Barrington 2,726.78 161.52 164.57 7,133 25,197.56 6,710.70 
Brentwood 4,482.26 176.60 168.31 5,047 15,364.39 1,158.45 
Brookfield 
-
246.70 256.03 27,502 4,440.63 318.09 
Chatham 2,481.79 186.43 1~.21 9,289 5,779.36 437.68 
Chester 3,770.89 130.26 142.87 5,295. 18,496.54 63,ll0.~8 
Clarksvi.lle 1,864.06 269.20 275.01 17,865 8,~.20 1,554.07 
Columbia 4,641.57 186.37 172.12 4,620 19,196.49 4,252.91 
Cornish 1,759.37 137.60 148.13 9,109 23,910.91 681.19 
Danbury 4,667.13 120.96 129.94 5,203 10,402.86 196.91 
1 Deerfield 3,575.67 150.13 155.49 9,223 15,163.14 422.40 
Dorchester 1,483.06 187.35 187.24 6,996 4,496.40 10.19 
Dummer 220.41 280.35 273.88 17,008 9,251.49 1,904.55 
East Kingston 4,286.09 150.08 154.96 6,677 . 8,554.64 1,6~.52 
Easton 1,752.94 
-
224.34 9,205 
-
887.27 
Epsan 3,561.58 194.50 186.73 8,68S 14,198.29 2,059.22 
I! Gilmanton 2,998.00 203.95 202.21 8,925. 26,921.48 238.85 
Goshen 5,026.65 145.45 - 6,522 7,854.53 399.41 Groton 
-
300.79 270.51 28,7~ 3,910.25 97.62 I 
Hollis 1,909.40 171.57 171.57 8,662 36,374.41 2,439.90 I 
Jei'i'erson 2,233.03 177.00 176.65 ll,053 21,240.17 3.92 II 
1 Kensington 4,546.09 164.20 162.77 7,502 8,424.42 1,582.17 
. Landati' 2,205.49 217.53 177.96 5,468 5,873.32 3,190.25 
L Langdon 5,048.19 180.26 141.80 5,341 7,771.00 393.08 
II Lee 4,189.66 320.70 229.56 9,342 13,789.96 3,089.62 
:, Litchfield 4,197.00 190.78 191.49 6,748 12,973.22 2,323.27 I 
Loudon 3,706.43 153.98 157.98 4,496 27,100.07 513.~8 
Lyman 3,234.86 173.99 165.71 6,545 5,567.60 506.34 I 
- . - = tl-
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TABLE Vlii (Continued) 
' 
Ave.Cost per Ave.Cost per Equalized Total Current School School I 
Town state Aid Pupil in Pupil in Valuation per Expenditures Net Surplus Net Debt 
Attendance Residence Resident Pupil Less Tuitions 
Ll'ID.e 2,5~ • .39 18.3 • .3.3 179.7.3 7,4W. 28,416.48 46.42 
Lyndeboro 4,291.2.3 159.~ 142.75 7,152 9,542.62 28,544.77 
Mont Vernon .3,867.99 280.00 199.50 9,72.3 9,240.10 5,625.12 I 
N ewi:ngt.on 2,7.13.7.3 144.96 152.71 12,2.39 ll,2.32.05 l26.75 I 
New IpswicJt 1,972.56 196.59 221 • .34 10,27.3 26,7.35.66 1,075.9.3 
1 Orange 958 • .36 - 225.72 16,940 - 642.50 
Pelham. 2,6.3.3.40 140.65 142.88 6,658 26,441.&4. .32.49 
Roxbury 2,078.71 
-
222.28 8,.3.38 21,102.97 622.71 
Sandown 2,445.90 225.41 216.56 8,~o 9,241.74 626.21 
' So. Hampton .3,86,3.16 196 • .32 181.47 7,7l2 7,26.3.69 8.34.74 I 
Springfield 4,6.37.89 161.15 159.15 8,26.3 9,668.74 27,60.3.65 
Stratham 4,1.35.79 174.9.3 16.3 • .37 6,199 l2,769.76 1,054.19 
Sullivan 5,12.3.58 2w..oo 188.67 4,8(1.,. 7,069.97 1,401.68 
Surry 
-
15.3.06 151.49 9,755 5,816.24 1,055.54 
Unity 4,619.66 18.3.47 162.94 4,&4.0 16,145.5.3 1,141.24 
1 Weare 2,551.27 196.90 196.87 6,7W. 45,682.ll 1,688 • .31 
Wentworth 4,.324.91 154.68 158.06 6,164 10,054.1.3 1,459.&4. 
Westmoreland .3,860.48 167.77 169.27 7,446 16,776.74 6.35.80 
Windsor ll9.18 
-
248.57 8,929 
-
986.09 
Median .3,867.99 196.59 181.47 7,7l2 15,16.3.14 887.27 1,688 • .31 I 
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Town 
Allenstown 
Antrim 
Ashland 
Bartlett 
Belmont 
Bennington 
Boscawen 
Enfield 
Epping 
Greenville 
Hillsboro 
Hinsdale 
Lincoln 
1 Marlboro Milton 
II 
I 
I 
Pittsfield 
Plaistow 
R~ond 
Roll:insford 
Stratford 
vl entworth' s 
Location •' 
Median 
e I 
TABLE IX 
THE COST OF SCHOOL MAlliTENANCE IN INDUSTRIAL TOWNS 
-== --- = 4--m 
Ave.Cost per Ave.Cost per Equalized Total Current School School State Aid Pupil in Pup~ in Val~tion per Expendi~ures Net Surplus Net Debt 
Attendance Residence Res~dent Pupil Less TUl.tions 
-
-
290.98 252.49 30,806 14,549.21 M-8.88 
1,6~.38 2].4.23 214.22 10,842 38,988.95 71,6~.96 
-
166.61 169.36 ll,360 57,649.55 561.61 
2,120.02 219.27 220.42 9,168 41,880.68 629.05 
2,CXJ7.85 178.56 177.21 6,565 48,378.90 4,965e59 I 
2,663.47 177.84 182.45 13,374 16,538.88 8.57 
627.42 137.60 143.84 7,514 33,575.57 4,994.98 
391.23 155.ll 154.70 7,428 53,514.89 1,097.21 I 
2,915.01 136.13 136.41 3,957 48,734.47 7,966.33 
-
243.54 240.94 27,375 13,881.91 2,803.02 
-
209.68 205.49 19,370 15,726.26 543.~ 
-
163.35 163.35 ll,393 67,139.74 174,272.34 
. 351.92 172.14 172.33 8,075 56,461.07 7,286.70 
1,078.64 145·54 145.68 7,780 41,625.50 786.45 
-
188.33 195.47 10,729 40,490.79 6,741.87 
-
188 .. 70 197.69 9,291 91,708.69 lll,006.98 
2,244.86 133.67 144.93 4,973 34,753.88 u,ooo.oo 
2,954.94 170.27 169.52 4,340 57,381.63 33,903.86 
-
169.98 177.04 13,045 27,197.23 ll,394.74 
3,740.97 181.92 195.74 4,806 45,479.73 350.01 
563.19 
-
324.M. 10,000 
-
1,871.26 
1,6~.38 178.56 182.45 9,291 41,880.68 629.05 7,286.70 
.. 
..,. . ., 
m 
TABLE X 
THE COST OF SCHOOL MAJNTENANCE IN RESIDENTIAL TOWNS 
-
Ave.Cost per Ave.Cost per Equalized Total Current School School Town State Aid Pupil in Pupil in Valuation per Expenditures 
Attendance Residence Resident Pupil Less Tuitions Net Surplus Net Debt 
Albarzy-
- -
240.21 18,227 
-
682.65 
Alton 
-
225.01 239.86 29,229 46,803.47 l.l.~o3 
Andover 2,178.69 181.41 192.33 8,169 47,167.73 30,699.40 I 
Bedford 
-
208.97 205.42 10,869 40,748.49 3,3P/7.95 
Benton 1,612.07 192.66 lP/7.10 5,191 3,467.92 780.99 
I Bethlehem 273.21 269.84 33,817 37,976.82 10,650.90 I 
-Bradford 3,248.92 159.54 182.45 11,452 14,517.88 4,226.28 i 
Carroll 
-
331.18 338.42 35,180 22,851.27 34,753e45 I 
Francestown 1,232.93 173.37 176.29 J4,445 10,462.19 5,340.27 
Franconia 
-
278.57 334.02 22,236 32,616.23 2,382.90 
Freedom 24.26 236.P/7 226.01 20,285 9,000.16 1.26 I 
Gillord 
-
237.03 2).4.81 15,~6 . " ~ 33,657.69 5,093.19 I 
Hill 
-
296.17 239.02 19,575 8,588.96 586.24 
Holderness 
-
210.72 184.75 25,863 18,964.80 50.62 
Lond.oooerry 2,550.94 152.38 156.67 6,120 30,627.98 93,315.27 
Madbury 
- -
154.70 10,271 
Moultonboro 
-
226.32 245.54 23,666 27,158.14 94,700..49 
Newbury 
-
316.50 290.40 32,351 12,343.35 1,621.18 
Newcastle 819.53 212.28 191.79 16,881 8,490.62 2,900.82 
New London 
-
236.18 257.07 21,690 52,194.99 43,479.23 
Ossipee 
-
178.85 181.79 10,955 48,469.43 1,126.19 
Randolph 
- -
140.28 29,480 
-
611.27 
Rye 
-
167.46 164.01 13,135 
-
13,619.77 
' sunapee 
-
226.93 227,75 16,234 45,840.74 2,826.73 
Tamwort:.h 984.24 176.53 193.99 ll,9J4 25,596.35 852.10 . 
· Tuftonboro 
-
323.24 303.46 35,298 22,950.36 1,791.24 
Wakefield 
-
184.09 185.08 19,791 24,300.14 828.78 
Woodstock 2,285.61 155.27 155.27 9,492 27,48:3.02 81.45 II 
I 
Median 1,612.07 225.01 192.33 19,575 27,48:3.00. 852.lo : 10,650.90 I 
'I ·'' " ..... 
I~ li 'J 
1: 
I II 
= 
Town 
Alstead 
Barnstead 
Bath 
Fremont 
Gil. sum 
Gratton 
Grantham 
Greenfield 
Harrisville 
Henniker 
1 Merrimack 
Mil.an 
Newton 
, Stark 
Stuartstown 
Median 
TABLE XI 
THE COST OF SCHOOL MAINTENANCE IN FARMING-INDUSTRIAL TOWNS 
--Ave.Cost per Ave.Cost per Equa.l.ized Total Current School School State Aid Pupil. in Pupil. in Valuation per Expenditures Net Surplus Net Debt 
Attendance Residence Resident Pupil. Less Tuitions 
2,969.l3 209.50 261.64 8,348. 49,444.32 2,341.66 
3,315.21 186.12 177.81 7,827 18,6ll.86 1,270.30 
1,689.61 255.92 182.91 8,8.31 9,724.97 2,641.37 
4,432.80 ]36.21 146.24 4,722 i5,800.08 1,167.61 
5,l39.05 ll6.26 123.94 3,752 10,230.8.3 2,4(}!,..82 
4,440.74 177.40 172.52 7,692 l3,30+.76 77.65 
5,220.89 135.71 l37.59 4,600 8,4l3.77 497.09 
3,579.18 230.39 165.03 9,291 9,445.89 6,245.01 
-
239.17 229.42 19,522 16,024.ll 909.42 
1,242.62 I 1,102.05 212.95 212.97 9,086 51,532.95 
68.3.69 151.28 152.81 7,082 48,261.21 147,725.01 
3,452.26 170.83 181.09 7,379 22,207.66 7,601.98 I 
3,864.39 J.1+4.27 152.]3 5,6C17 20,052.89 4,550.79 
4,346.63 164.40 168.50 7,891 9,535.41 1,365.38 
2,876.69 230.]3 209.82 9,737 26,234~64 725.(4 
I 
3,452.26 177.40 172.52 7,$27 I 15,800.08 1,167.61 2,341.66 
I 
Ji 
I 
~. 
1-,• .1 
CIJ 
r 
TABLE XII f 
THE COsr OF SCHOOL MAINTENANCE IN F AmmiG-RESIDENTIAL TOWNS 
Ave.Cost per Ave.Cost per Eq\Blized Total Current School School Town state Ai<;l Pupil in Pupil in Valuation per Expenditures 
Attendance Residence Resident Pupil Less Tuitions Net Surplus Net Debt 
Amherst 1~565.07 185.60 18(.29 8~732 43~440.57 278.88 
Auburn 3~979.75 149.88 158.62 4~983 22~182.43 2,5C1+.79 I Bow 853.84 152.19 161.59 10,745 26~480.98 36~973.46 
Bridgewater 
-
318.88 239.07 31,685 5~420.91 184.27 
Candia 3,783·14· 133.75 148.55 4~976 21~399.37 64.42 ; 
Canterbury 4~338.95 194.27 190.82 6~ll2 19~621.62 37.73 
Center Harbor 
-
243.67 240.92 20~972 12~671.00 .?,482.19 
Charlestown 
-
221.92 172.54 7~865 75~009.56 544.84 
Chesterfield 1,139.8( 177.61 169.04 ll,247 24,333.ll 3,610.56 
1 Chichester 4,323.73 170.24 174.55 6,432 13,789.67 40,428.66 Colebrook 
-
259.82 169.61 7~094 17,667.83 7~438.74 I 
Croydon 2,385.41 133.25 132.09 8,779 7~328.86 ll6.79 
Dalton 4,743.51 174.43 152.40 4,477 12,908.21 2,497.63 
Danville 4,922.27 148.58 166.26 4,207 12,480.68 685.02 
Deer:ing 3,194.20 250.97 219.8( 7,512 7,027.19 962.77 
Dublin 
-
' 270.91 247.84 24,646 23,298.44 1,419.70 
Dunbarton 4,366.55 18(.89 185.69 6,728 15~970.74 759.52 
Eaton 1,258.62 225.45 180.29 7,724 6,312.53 244.26 
Effingham 791.06 191.09 180.12 10,599 10,319.10 53.48 
Errol 1,278.84 258.41 296.91 15~433 17,571.81 2,163.34 
1 Fitzw:ill iam 2,540.46 193.22 187.91 9,245 28,061.24 2,708.72 
Greenland 4,007.68 186.96 165.13 5,6ll 17,740.42 248.58 
Hampstead 3,220.37 229.25 210.39 7,948 36,908.72 21,474.25 
Hampton Falls 2,163.94 196.33 198.95 12,402 8,442.28 43,493.75 
Hancock 1,148.75 3Cf/.16 310.68 15,825 14,129.47 5,436.94 
Hebron 
-
318.07 306.75 56,336 3,816.84 20l.Ci+ 
Hopkinton 
-
194.56 193.91 10,071 58,367.07 2,393.31 
Jackson 
-
228.88 210.42 32,153 7,552.94 2,327.32 
Kingston 3,311.94 136.91 148.85 5,587 21,768.84 6,444.83 
II ,, .. " ~ ·. , 
I . ' 
'•• 

I' 
Ave.Cost per 
Town State Aid Pupil. in 
Attendance 
Wilmot .3,145.34 202.42 
Windham 2,526.22 167.27 
Median 3,194.20 194.56 
II 
II 
1: 
I' 
II 
TABLE XII (Continued) 
Ave.Cost per Equalized 
Pupil. in V alu.a.tion per . 
Residence Resident Pupil. 
-
178.86 8,062 
167.00 10,260 
183.14 8,062 
-
-Total Current 
Expenditures 
Less Tuitions 
7,084.72 
20,240.23 
12,900.21 
School School 
Net Surplus Net Debt 
1,800.57 
26,471.97 
1,533.82 21,444.25 
~ 
~ 
TABLE XIII 
-
THE COST OF SCHOOL MAINTENANCE IN INDUSTRIAL-RESIDENTIAL TOWNS 
= --
Ave.Cost per Ave.Cost per Equalized Total Current School School 
Town state Aid Pupil in Pupil in Valuation per E:x;penditures Net Surplus Net Debt 
Attendance Residence Resident Pupil Less Tuitions 
Bristol 
-
179.28 197.69 15.907 62.209.91 5.703.64 
Brookline 4.642.44 143.49 167.18 4.582 10.761.63 855.56 
Campton 
-
155.89 163.41 13,337 22,915.12 6,488.11 
Canaan 1,600.84 165.92 169.08 7.397 46,458.57 228.46 
Madison 2.ll1.26 276.80 253.69 13.893 15,777.63 701.80 
Meredith 
-
2~.12 203.38 18,665 82.784.03 7,851.28 
New Durham 3.547.43 262.54 232.65 12,010 12,611.90 335.66 
Seabrook 1.912.72 126.64 139.89 5,752 33,558.47 43.06 
Tilton-
Northfield 
-
219.84 219.45 9.726 134,767.69 71,399.80 
Troy 1,170.10 165.34 164.69 8.537 41.833.34 405.78 
Whitefield 
-
157.33 168.85 13.475 54.122.37 15,540.85 
Winchester 
-
167.85 167.84 8.449 79.229.16 1.671.01 
Median 167.85 167.18 9.726 41.833.34 855.56 5,703.64 
----------------------------------------------------------------------- ' 
1,912.72 
I! 
II 
II 
~o>'::-. 
(V 
TABLE XIV 
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM IN FAIOO:NG TOWNS 
-
Enroll- Outgoing Incoming Full Tjme Part ~ime Activities in 
Town No. of Grades Music Program Schools ment Tuitions Tuitions Music Mus1.c Glee Gen. Teachers Teachers Clubs Band Mus. 
Acworth 1 1-6 40 30 
Alex.an:lria . 2 1-8 22 32 2 
Atkinson 1 1-8 77 27 - - 1 
Barrington l 1-8 156 52 2 
-
1 
Brentwood 3 1-6 87 47 
Brookfield 1 1-8 18 9 1 
Chatham 2 1-8 31 9 1 
Chester 1 1-8 142 47 
- -
1 
Clarksville 1 1-8 28 5 
Columbia 5 1-8 103 29 - - 1 
Cornish 6 1-8 162 
Danbury 3 1-8 86 32 - - 1 
Deerfield 3 1-8 101 17 - - 1 
Dorchester 1 1-8 24 7 1 
Dummer 2 1-8 33 l3 
/I East Kingston 2 1-8 57 21 - - 1 
Easton 
- - -
20 
Epsan. 2 1-8 73 54 - - 1 
GiJJnanton 2 1-8 132 24 5 - 1 
Goshen 2 1-8 54 l3 
Groton 1 1-8 l3 3 
1 Hollis 1 1-12 212 - - - 1 48 
Jefferson 5 1-8 120 33 1 
Kensington 2 1-6 51 37 - - 1 45 25 
Landaff 1 1-5 27 27 
Langdon l 1-8 43 37 
1 Lee 2 1-6 43 45 l 
Litchfield 1 l-8 68 ll 
Loudon 6 1-8 176 53 
- -- - - lt - -
~""' CJ 
II 
I 
II 
Town No. of Grades Schools 
Lyman 1 1-6 
Lyme 3 1-S 
~eboro 1 1-6 
Mont Vernon 2 1-6 
Newington 3 1-S 
New Ipswich 2 1-12 
Orange 
- -
Pelham 3 1-S 
Roxbury 
- -
Sandown 2 1-S 
South Hampton 1 1-S 
Springfield 1 1-S 
Stratham 3 1-6 
11 Sullivan 1 1-S 
Surry 1 1-S 
Unity 2 1-S 
Weare 6 1-12 
Wentworth 1 1-8 
Westmoreland 3 1-8 
Windsor 
- -
Median 2 1-S 
L 
TABLE XIV (Continued) 
Incoming Full Time Part Time Enroll- Outgoing 
ment Tuitions Tuitions Music Music Teachers Teachers 
32 lS 
132 
- - -
1 
60 34 
33 29 - - 1 
77 15 2 
-
1 
136 40 
- -
1 
- 13 
100 40 1 
-
24 
41 15 
37 13 
60 16 1 
73 62 
- -
1 
35 14 
3S 9 
88 40 
232 
-
1 
66 20 
- -
1 
100 29 
- -
1 
- 9 
77 27 1 1 
Activities in 
Music Pro tiD¥! __ 
Glee Band Gen. Clubs Mus. 
II 
~ 
~ 
~ 
TABLE X:V 
- -
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM IN INDUSTRIAL TOWNS 
Full Time Part Time Activities in 
Town No. of Grades Enroll- OU~g~ing In~~ Music Music Music Program .. .. _. 
Schools ment TUJ.t~ons TUJ.t~ons Teachers Teachers Glee Choir Band Orch. Mus. Gen. 1 
Club App. Mus. 
,, Allenstown 1 1-8 50 25 
- -
1 
Ant. rim 1 1-12 182 
Ashland 2 1-12 346 
-
38 
-
1 29 16 62 
Bartlett 5 1-8 191 - - - 1 16 
Belmont 2 1-12 273 
- - -
1 Ent. Grs. 
Schl. 7&8 I 
Bennington 1 1-8 244 77 - - 1 
Enf'eld 3 1-8 345 3 9 - 1 84 
Epping 3 1-12 358 1 9 
-
1 20 
GreenviJJ.e 1 1-8 57 21 9 
-
1 
Hillsboro 6 1-12 420 25 101 
-
1 
Hinsdale 2 1-12 411 
- -
1 
-
31 36 
Lincoln 2 1-12 328 
-
14 - - X 
Marlboro 1 1-12 286 
-
2 
- -
Jr. 
High 
Milton 4 1-12 215 7 25 - - 33 I 
Pittsfield 3 1-12 486 - 96 - 1 5 
Plaistow 1 .1-8 260 79 
- -
1 
Raymond 2 1-12 337 
-
21 
-
1 88 41 88 
Rollinsford 1 1-8 160 62 
'Stratford 2 1-12 250 
-
39 - 1 15 16 99 I 
'Wentworth's 
Location 
- - -
14 
II 
Median 2 1-12 250 25 14 
-
1 
I I 
,, 
II [! ~':'e v1 
TABLE XVI 
-
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM IN RESIDENTIAL TOWNS 
Full Time Part Time Activities in 
Town No. ot Grades Enroll- Outgoing Incoming Music Music Music Pro&:ame Schools ment Tuitions Tuitions Teachers Teachers Glee Choirs Band Orch. Club 
Albany 
- - -
23 
Alton 1 1-12 200 
-
28 
-
1 40 
Andover 3 1-12 260 
-
4S 
- -
46 11 
Bedford 3 1- 8 195 77 
- -
1 
Benton 1 1- 8 18 10 3 
Bethlehem 1 1-12 139 1 
- -
1 
Bradford 1 1- 8 91 21 5 
-
1 
. ·carroll 2 1- 8 69 
-
2 
,, Francestown 1 1-8 60 15 3 - 1 
Franconia 2 1-12 117 
-
34 
- -
12 
Freedom 1 1-8 38 8 2 
Gilford 1 1- 6 142 90 4 
-
1 
Hill 1 1- 7 29 21 
Holderness 4 1-8 90 43 1 
-
1 
Londonderry 1 1- 8 201 52 
- -
1 
Madbury 
- - -
84 
Moultonboro 1 1- 8 120 39 1 
-
1 
Newbury 2 1- 8 39 19 
- -
1 
Newcastle 2 1- 6 40 25 
New London 3 1-12 221 - 44 - 1 54 X X Ossipee 3 1-12 271 
-
17 
Randolph 
- - -
36 
- -Rye 7 1- 8 250 92 
- -
1 
Sunapee 2 1-12 202 
-
2 
-
1 36 2 
Tamworth 1 1- 8 145 44 
Tuftonboro 1 1-8 71 19 
- -
1 
Wakefield 3 1-8 132 43 12 
Woodstock J 1-12 171. - - - 1 16 
Median 2 1- 8 120 43 4 1 
- - - -
I 
,, ~ 
en 
'TABLE XVII 
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM IN FARMING- INDUSTRIAL TOWNS 
Full Time Part Time Activities in 
Town No. of Grades Enroll- Outgoing Incoming Music Music Music ProB!:ams Schools ment Tuitions Tuitions Teachers Teachers Glee 
Clubs Band 
Alstead 3 1-12 222 5 79 
- -
50 12 
Barnstead 2 1- 8 100 54 
- -
1 
Bath 3 1- 8 88 67 7 
-
1 
Fremont 3 1- 8 116 33 
Gilsum 1 1- 8 88 20 5 
I Grafton 2 1- 8 75 16 1 
-
1 
I: Grantham 2 1- 8 61 14 
' Greenfield 1 1- 6 41 36 
- -
1 
1 Harrisville 2 1- 8 67 24 6 
-
1 
Henniker 3 1-12 242 - 1 - 1 X 
Merrimack 5 1- 6 319 17 
- -
1 
Milan 5 1- 8 130 28 2 
I Newton 2 1- 8 139 32 
- -
1 
1 
Stark 2 1- 8 5S 10 
1, stewartstown 2 1- 8 114 35 5 
I 
h Median 2 1-8 88 20 5 1 li 
I 
I 
I 
I I 
.I I 
I 
- -· - ----~-- ----·-· - ~ - •.. ,. 
II 
~~ 
' 
I 
I 
I 
I 
,\ 
Town 
cerst 
'. urn 
Bow 
Bridgewater 
,Candia 
!Canterbury 
Center Harbor 
Charlestown 
Chesterfield 
Chichester 
Colebrook 
I Croydon 
Dalton 
Danville 
~eering 
Dublin 
Eaton 
Dunbarton 
Effingham 
Errol 
l'itzwi 1 1 i am 
I 
preenland 
~stead 
Hampton Falls 
~ancock 
Hebron 
II 
Hopld.nton 
~ackson 
II 
Kingston 
I 
TABLE XVIII 
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM IN FARMING-RESIDENTIAL TOWNS 
. . Activities in 
No. of Grades Enroll- Outgoing Incoming Full ~l.Dle Part Tl.llle Music Program 
Schools ment Tuitions Tuitions Musl.c Music Glee 
Teachers Teachers Clubs Choir Band Orchestra. 
2 1-12 234 
2 1-8 l48 
1 1-8 174 
1 1-8 17 
1 1-8 160 
5 1-8 101 
1 1-8 52 
4 1-12 438 
3 1-8 137 
2 1-8 81 
6 1-12 418 
2 1-8 55 
1 1-6 74 
1 1-8 84 
1 1-6 28 
1 1-8 85 
1 1-5 28 
2 1-8 85 
2 1-8 54 
1 1-10 68 
3 1-8 145 
1 1-8 105 
2 1-12 161 
1 1-6 43 
1 1-12 46 
1 1-8 12 
3 1-12 300 
1 1-8 33 
1 1-8 159 
- --- - = -
- 7 
35 2 
44 3 
l3 
-
44 4 
22 
-
12 1 
-
4 
57 
37 1 
76 140 
l3 
52 1 
31 
49 
. 24 
-
22 
24 
-
14 
3 16 
23 -
48 
-
-
4 
51 1 
48 
-
1 
- -
7 -
57 
-
- .. _.-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
X 
25 15 
85 9 
32 
40 
48 15 
25 
12 
!I 
I 
·I II 
I. 
II 
II 
il 
'I 
II 
II 
II 1'-
11 . ;:'\ 
I "" I C1J 
I 
I ~ TABLE xvnr ( cont.inued) 
!f ~ " - - -- - - - - -, 
L Full Time p rt. Tim Activities in 
II 
Town No. of Grades Enrollment Outgoing Incoming Musi ~ i e Music Program 
Schools Tuitions Tuitions 0 s c Glee ' 
I
. Teachers Teachers Choir Band Orchestra i Clubs 1 
ti Lempster 2 1-8 54 lJ 
Marlow 1 1-8 44 lJ 
II Mason 1 1-8 33 14 - - 1 
I Middleton 1 1-4 19 27 - - - 11 Monroe 1 1-8 71 30 - 1 1 
II Nelson 1 1-8 29 18 - - - I 
1iNew Boston 2 1-12 181 4 8 - 1 : 
Newfields 1 1-6 40 4l - - 1 1 
. New Hampton 3 1-8 61 60 - - 1 I 
·! North Hampton 5 1-8 ]J6 57 - - 1 I 
I 
Northwood 3 1-12 l33 60 2 - 1 50 6 :' 
Nottingham 2 1-8 80 17 - - 1 / 
I!
Ortord 2 1-12 188 - 32 - 1 .x: 
Piermont 1 1-8 68 23 - - 1 ~I 
!'Pittsburg 1 1-12 l37 6 2 - - i1 
.Plainfield 5 1-8 169 43 3 - - I 
Richmond 1 1-8 86 32 - - - :1 
Rindge 3 1-8 86 32 - - 1 l1 
Rumney 5 1-8 126 46 7 - 1 
Salisbury 2 1-8 96 22 2 - 1 
Sanbornton 1 1-8 96 22 2 - 1 
Sandwich 4 1-12 76 27 - - 3 
Sharon - - - 9 
Shelburne 1 1-8 15 11 
Stoddard 1 1-8 31 6 - - 1 
llstraftord 4 1-12 90 44 - - 1 ~Sutton 3 1-8 82 38 - - 1 Temple 1 1-8 50 8 - - 1 I Thornton 3 1-8 61 21 - - 1 ~arran 1 1-8 94 23 3 - 1 
·ebster 2 1-8 19 7 - - 1 
- - ::...=-~~~--=- ~- ~~ 
II 
~':"-
. 
To'W3n 
Wilmot 
Windham 
Median 
II 
TABlE XVlli (Continued) 
Full Time Part Time Activities in 
No. of Grades Enrollment Outgoing Incoming Music Music Music Program 
Schools Tuitions Tuitions Program Teachers Glee Choir Band Orchestra 
2 
2 
2 
1-8 
1-8 
1-8 
35 
121 
80 
23 
32 
27 
1 
3 
Club 
1 
1 
ll 
Tl 
I, 
I 
I 
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TABLE XIX 
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAM IN INDUSTRIAL - RESIDENTIAL TOWNS 
I 
I; 
II 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
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9. 
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7. 5 per cent - three to five schools. 
The number of schools in all the rural towns, ex-
pressed in percentages, is as follows: 
76.3 per cent - only one school. 
14.2 per cent - only two schools. 
9.5 per cent - three to eight schools. 
Since there is no important difference in school 
numbers between the two groups, it would seem that 
costs of maintaining several school bui l dings or 
of transporting pupils to several schools had no 
effect on the presence of music education in the 
school curriculum. 
School enrollments. 
2.5 per cent - no school in town. 
72 . 4 per cent - enrollment less than 100. 
21.3 per cent - enrollment over 100 , less than 
200. 
5.0 per cent - enrollment over 200, less than 
300. 
All the rural towns in New Hampshire which have no 
formal programs of music education have school en-
rollments less than three hundred pupils . This is 
a very important factor, apparently. The previous 
listing shmvs the distribution of enrollment in 
those towns without music programs . Bel ow are 
=--=== --------
I 
I' 
- -...;:::::::.._-~- --- - =----=-::--:.. ====-=---- ,..=-==-~ 
listed the percentages of to'lj,ms having no music 
education, in various enrollment groupings. 
57.0 per cent - enrollment less than 100. 
36.9 per cent - enrollment more thqn 100 and 
less than 200. 
6.1 per cent - enrollment more than 200 and 
less than 300. J! 
It can then be seen that the existence of a music 
program is related to the total school enrollment. 
This does not mean, however, that a small school 
enrollment is a cause or is directly responsible 
for the non-existence of a music program. 
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CHAPTER IV 
COMPILATION AND ANALYSIS OF INTERVIEW CHECK-LISTS 
Explanation and Graphs of Check-Lists Tabulation 
1. Do you consider Music Education essential to the school 
curriculum? 
All persons interviewed replied in the affirmative to 
the above question. The term "Music Education" was not 
qualified as to the amount or type to be included in the 
curriculum. All administrators 
least, music was unquestionably 
felt that theoretically, at 'I 
a necessary part of the curri~ 
culum. This reaction is most interesting, however, since 
there was no organized music program in some of the school 
systems in which some of the interviewees were employed. 
2. Are the available facilities and equipment adequate for 
the establishment and maintenance of a satisfactory pro-
gram in Music Education? 
Not all persons interviewed ~rished to answer such a 
general question, but instead indicated the availability of 
the major articles of basic equipment used in music instruc-
tion. Of those who did make a definite reply, seventy-seven 
per cent said "No. n The slight variance of opinion bet'\llreen 
the superintendents, principals and music supervisors is 
not at all significant. 
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The superintendents seemed to believe that more class- 11 
I 
rooms were available than did the principals or music super-
' 
visors. The fact that superintendents are not usually close- i 
ly connected with the problem of room scheduling may par-
tially explain the diversity of replies. 
Approximately seventy-five per cent of the schools 
examined by the interviews had a piano available in each 
classroom where music was taught. 
II 
:I 
II II 
I 
In general there seemed to be some misunderstanding as I 
:I 
il 
to the amount and suitability of listening equipment in each 
building. This is clearly shown in the "Facilities and 
Equipment" graph. 
Despite the fact that rhythm bands were flourishing 
in most of the schools and some melody orchestras were in 
existence, the schools did not own instruments that would 
make possible a complete band or orchestra. In fact, this 
part of the equipment was most noticeably missing in all the 
schools, as is indicated on the graph. 
While the "Facilities and Equipment" graph indicates 
a sufficient quantity and quality of band arrangements, one 
should realize that only five superintendents, one principal 
and three supervisors gave such a reply. One principal 
stated that there were sufficient orchestrations. The lack 
of answers on that topic is probably caused by the marked 
absence of real orchestras in the rural schools. .I 
56 
I 
l 
- -=-"--- ·- -===- --- -=-- ---"'- ~--=-=---- ---- --- =-"==-=----'=--==c.=-.==--=c=-="f===== 
1 School day 
I: too short. 
II Teaching load 
II too heavy 
i' Class:ooms not 
,i available 
I 
I
! Classes not 
I frequent 
I 
I 
1
1 Not enough periods 
in day 
.~ Bus pupils 
li limit day 
il Bus pupils limit 
11 outside events I 
Too IDB.Izy' extra 
activities 
Supervisor serves 
several towns 
0 
0 
• 
0 
Per Cent of Affirmative Answers 
l\) 
0 
~ 
.. 
,f:-
0 
" 
0 ~ .. , ,_ 
'·· 
g 
--- - =-=~ ~ 
a-. 
0 
I' ~ 
I 
~ li 
~ 
r 
til 
~ 
ttl () 
::r' 
J 
"' [ 
1-'• () 
I I l 
i g. i m 
~· t ~ 
'i til CD 
til a 
CD 
~ 
til I 
I· 
I 
~--
"'1 ~ -
Choral music holds a more prominent position than the ' 
I 
instrumental phase in rural school music. It would seem that I 
most of the schools had sufficient choral arrangements since 
over eighty per cent of those persons interviewed answered 
in the affirmative when questioned about it. 
3. What difficulties have you had, or do you anticipate in 
arranging a time and place in your curriculum for a music 
education program? 
Scheduling does not appear to be one of the major 
problems in developing a music education program. The graph 
on "Problems of Scheduling a Music Program" shows that a 
very small percentage of persons interviewed felt that any 
one of the problems listed was a drawback in developing such 
a program. The two items given the greatest percentage of 
affirmative answers were: 
a. The teacher has too great a teaching load to enable 
facility in scheduling classes. 
b. Bus pupils and commuters limit the length of the 
school day and prevent scheduling activities out-
side of school hours. 
4. 1~at have been, or are, the problems to be overcome in 
II 
establishing a sound music education program in the 
The graph on "Problems in Establishing a Music 
is an interesting comparison of the reactions of the 
school?; 
I 
I 
Program"1 
I 
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superintendents, principals and supervisors to quest~on four 11 
on the check-list. Approximately thirty-five per cent of il 
I 
the total number interviewed felt that the following items 
were major problems. 
a. Full time employment of a qualified music super-
visor. 
b. Room scheduling of classes and activities. 
c. Offering a varied program consisting of adequate 
vocal, instrumental and listening activities. 
5. What are the underlying causes for the existence of these 
problems? 
Fifty-seven per cent of the principals felt that the 
taxpayers were not convinced that music education is essen-
tial to a well-developed curriculum. Only ten per cent of 
t he superintendents, and none of the music supervisors agreed I 
that was a cause. 
As is shown in the graph on ttUnderlying Causes for I 
I 
These Problems in Music Educationn, fifty per cent ' of the 
supervisors believed that much of their time was spent in 
traveling to several communities, so their schedules would 
'I 
:I 
permit only a limited number of music classes in each school. ~~ 
Only about fifteen per cent of the superintendents and 
principals agreed with that reas·oning, ho\'Tever. 
Nearly sixty per cent of the superintendents and 
principals expressed the opinion that supervisors were not 
I 
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qualified to give the same calibre of instruction in each 
phase of a varied music program. As might be expected, a 
much smaller percentage of the music supervisors believed 
this to be true. 
Fifty-seven per cent of the principals reported over-
crowded school buildings, chiefly caused by the increased 
enrollments. 
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Summarization of Interview Check-List Comments 
Part I 
1. What factors prevent you from establishing a music 
education program in your school curriculum? 
a. Various neighboring towns that might join .. to-
gether and hire one music teacher are separated 
by such great distances that it would seem im-
practical to hire a teacher who would spend a 
major portion of his or her time traveling from 
one town to the next. 
b. The conservative point of view of the school 
board will not allow many new additions to the 
curriculum. 
I 
c. The school boards of two or more towns are reluc-l 
tant to cooperate to the extent of hiring one 
teacher to serve those towns jointly. 
d. The administrators have never given it serious 
thought, but feel that should an honest effort 
be made, it might be possible to establish such 
a program. 
e. The building of new schools has placed too great 
a financial burden on the towns. 
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Part II · 
1. Do you consider Music Education essential to the 
school curriculum? 
a. There were no qualifications made in reference 
to the positive answers given. 
I 
2. Are available facilities and equipment adequate for · 
the establishment and maintenance of a satisfactory 
program in music education? 
Superintendents' comments: 
a. Suitable rooms are not available for instrumentali 
class instruction in most buildings, since they 
are not made entirely sound-proof. 
b. Recent legislation has made it impossible to 
obtain much needed records from the State Librar~1 
I 
! c. Some equipment such as record players, records, 
rhythm band and melody orchestra instruments are 
taken from one school to another by the music 
supervisor, since there is not enough equipment 
to permit each room, or building, to always 
have its own. 
Principals' comments: 
a. Lack of suitable space in the school building 
makes it necessary for the various groups to go to 
outside buildings, such as Town Halls, cafeterias11, 
I 
etc. _ fpr rehears al-L-.. 
======~ 
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3. What difficulties have you had, or do you anticipate'! 
in arranging a time and place in your curriculum II 
for a music education program? 
Superintendents' comments: 
a. In order to insure the full attendance at re-
hearsals it is too often necessary to suspend all II 
other classes so that all members may attend. 
b. Successful scheduling depends upon the interest 
and cooperation of the administrators--namely 
the school principals and music supervisors. 
Principals' comments: 
a. In some schools, pupils are given cuts from their 
various classes in order to attend a music class 
once a week. 
Supervisors' comments: 
a. Rehearsals for many activities must be held afterl 
school hours. This is psychologically bad for 
the pupils, as well as being very tiring for the 
music supervisor. 
b. Private lessons, although extremely time-consum-
ing, must be given because there are two few 
studying instruments to schedule regular instru-
mental classes. 
in establishing a sound music education program in 
65 
Supervisors' comments: 
a. Closer relationships should exist between the 
elementary grade teachers and the Music Super-
visor. 
b. Music activities might be increased in the junior 
and senior high school to provide a greater in-
centive to the younger groups. 
5. What are the underlying causes for the existence of 
these problems? 
Superintendents' comments: 
a. Music programs need to be more practical in order 
to receive adequate support both in and outside 
the school. 
I 
b. Training in the teachers colleges and colleges ofl1 
music is inadequate. I 
c. Many towns are located in poor economic areas. 11 
d. The public objects to centralization o.f schools. I 
e. Transportation of pupils is so expensive that 
little money is left for other items in the 
marked improvement. 
Principals' comments: 
a. There is generally no definite allocation of 
66 
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b. Fundamentally, the public still considers music 
as "extra-curricula." 
c. Unsatisfactory procedures in salesmanship of the 
music program are still in existence. 
6. What are your suggestions for eliminating these 
causes? 
Superintendents' comments: 
a. Employ one music teacher for the vocal program 
and another teacher for the instrumental phase. 
b. Obtain help from the State University's Depart-
ment of Music in organizing festivals and other 
music functions. 
c. Acquire a greater state of cooperation and 
guidance from the State Board of Education in 
regard to the general status of Music Education 
in the State. 
Principals' comments: 
a. Work out a well-planned program for each town and 
then follow it through. 
b. Arouse interest and activate the music program. 
c. Publicize the music program and educate the 
public as to its i~portance in the total educa-
tional scheme. 
d. Music Supervisors might assume the role of con-
sultants, rather than supervisors of classroom 
teachers. 
I 
II 
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e. Increased efficiency on the part of the super-
visor in the ov.er-all management of the music 
program, and a careful budgeting of time, should 
result in a definite improvement in the program 
===--=;-=-=-
68 
=====--~--
========*===-~-=-==--~-======~-=-==-=~~-==----- -
CHAPTER V 
CONCLUSIONS 
Summarization of Significant Factors 
It was not the purpose of this study to prove what 
factor or factors were directly responsible for the non-exis-
tence of music education in many of New Hampshire's rural 
towns. A survey.has been made of these towns, and it was 
found that the following factors were common to seventy-five 
per cent or more of those eighty towns which have no estab-
lished music programs. 
l. Type of town - farming 
2. Population of town - less than 700 inhabitants 
3~ Number of schools - one 
4. School enrollment - less than 200 pupils 
5. Total real estate value - more than $1,000,000 and 
less than $2,000,000 
6. Tax rate - more than 3.00 and less than 5.00 
7. Town debt - none 
The above list gives a very general picture of the type 
of town in New Hampshire that has no organized program of 
music education in its curriculum. There are, however, many 
towns with the same characteristics that do have effective 
programs in school music. 
========~==-~-==---==~= 
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Tables XX, XXI, XXII, XXIII, and XXIV are included in 
the Appendix as samples of the existing music activities in 
those rural towns having organized music education. These 
tables clearly reveal some of the forms of music education 
that may be carried on in the rural schools of New Hampshire. 
What is the real cause for such an important differ-
ence between these towns? Do the people really want their 
I 
I 
children to receive the benefits of an organized program of I 
music education? The only answer I can give is that basically!! 
people tend to respond favorably to whatever the school curri-
culum offers, providing the benefits are made obvious and 
meaningful. Perhaps one of the reasons the rural pupils are 
suffering from neglect in school music is that the school 
officials have failed to recognize, or make recognized, the 
benefits derived from that phase of education. When this 
condition no longer exists in any rural town in New Hampshire, 
music education may then play its rightful role in the develop 
ment of the of the whole child. 
I 
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APPENDIX 
TOWNS INCLUDED IN THIS STUDY 
BELKNAP COUNTY 
Alton 
Barnstead 
*Belmont 
*Center Harbor 
*Gilford 
*Gilmanton 
*Meredith 
*N el'l Hampton 
*Sanbornton 
*Tilton 
CARROLL COUNTY 
Albany 
Bartlett 
Brookfield 
Chatham 
Eaton 
Effingham 
Freedom 
Harts (location) 
Jackson 
Madison 
*Moultonboro 
Ossipee 
*Sandwich 
Tamworth 
Tuftonboro 
Wakefield 
CHESHIRE COUNTY 
Alstead 
Chesterfield 
Dublin 
Fitzwilliam 
Gilsum 
Harrisville 
Hinsdale 
Marlborough 
Marlow 
Nelson 
Richmond 
Rindge 
Roxbury 
~'Stoddard 
Sullivan 
Surry 
Swanzey 
Troy 
Walpole 
Westmoreland 
vvinchester 
COOS COUNTY 
Carroll 
Clarksville 
Colebrook 
Columbia 
Dalton 
Dixville 
Dummer 
Errol 
Jefferson 
Milan 
IVlillsfield 
Odell 
Pinkhams {grant) 
Pittsburg 
Randolph 
Shelburn 
Stark 
Stewartstown 
Stratford 
Wentworths (location) 
1tJhitefield 
GRAFTON COUNTY 
*Alexandria 
*Ashland 
Bath 
Benton 
Bethlehem 
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GRAFTON COUNTY (cont'd) 
Bridgewater 
Bristol 
Campton 
Canaan 
Dorchester 
Easton 
Ellsworth 
Enfield 
Franconia 
*Grafton 
*Groton 
*Hebron 
Holderness 
Landaff 
Lincoln 
Lisbon 
Livermore 
Lyman 
Lyme 
Monroe 
::::'orange 
Orford 
Piermont 
Rumney 
Thornton 
Warren 
Waterville 
Wentworth 
Woodstock 
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY 
Amherst 
*Antrim 
Bedford 
::::'Bennington 
Brookline 
:::tcDeering 
Francestown 
Greenfield 
Greenville 
Hancock 
*Hillsborough 
Hollis 
Litchfield 
- ----=--====== 
Lyndboro 
Mason 
Merrimack 
Mont Vernon 
New Boston 
New Ipswich 
Pelham 
Peterboro 
Sharon 
Temple 
Weare 
Wilton 
*Windsor 
MERRIMACK COUNTY 
Allenstown 
*Andover 
*Boscowan 
Bow 
Bradford 
Canterbury 
*Chichester 
*Danbury 
Dunbarton 
Epsom 
*Henniker 
*Hill 
Hooksett 
*Hopkinton 
*Loudon 
Newbury 
Ne1.v London 
Northfield 
Pittsfield 
*Salisbury 
*Sutton 
*Warner 
*Webster 
*Wilmot 
ROCKINGHAM COUNTY 
Atkinson 
Auburn 
Brentwood 
Candia 
:I 
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GRAFTON COUNTY (cont'd) 
Bridgewater Lyndboro 
Bristol Mason 
Campton Merrimack 
Canaan Mount Vernon 
Dorchester New Boston 
Easton New Ipswich 
Ellsworth Pelham 
Enfield Peterboro I 
Franconia Sharon I I *Grafton Temple 
*Groton Weare 
*Hebron Wilton 
Holderness ~(lriindsor 
II Landaff 
Lincoln MERRiiYIA CK COUNTY I· 
Lisbon 
Livermore Allenstown 
Lyman *Andover 
Lyme *Boscowan 
Monroe Bow 
Monroe Bradford 
*Orange Canterbury 
Oxford :~a'<: Chichester 
Piedmont *Danbury 
Rumney Dunbarton 
Thornton Epsom 
Warren :C(Henniker 
Waterville *Hill 
I 
Wentworth Hooksett 
Woodstock ~:cHopkinton 
Woodstock *Loudon I Newbury 
HILLSBOROUGH COUNTY New London 
l1 Northfield 
Amherst Pittsfield 
*Antrim ::(Salisbury 
Bedford ~:csutton 
Bennington *Warner 
Brookline ~(vvebster 
Francestown >:~vlfilmot 
Greenfield 
Greenville ROCKINGHAM COUNTY 
Hancock 
*Hillsborough Atkinson 
Hollis Auburn 
Litchfield Brentwood 
----
--~T~~~ CQVer~d _ by intervi~w. 
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ROCKINGHAM COUNTY (Cont'd) 
Chester Grantham 
Danville Langdon 
Deerfield Lempster 
East Kingston Plainfield 
Epping Springfield 
Fremont Sunapee 
Greenland Unity 
Hampstead ~{Washington 
Hampton 
Hampton Falls 
Kensington 
Kingston 
Londonderry 
New Castle 
Newfields 
Newington 
Newton 
North Hampton 
Northwood 
Nottingham 
Plaistow 
Raymond 
Rye 
Sandown 
Seabrook 
South Hampton 
Stratham 
Windham 
STRAFFORD COUNTY 
Barrington 
Durham 
Lee 
Madbury 
·I Middleton Milton 
New Durham 
Rollingsford 
Strafford 
SULLIVAN COUNTY 
Acworth 
Charlestown 
Cornish 
Croydon 
Goshen 
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SAMPLE INTERVIEW REQUEST 
January 8, 1951 
Dear 
----------------
As a graduate student at Boston University, 
I am conducting a survey of the physical and econ-
omic factors related to the status of Music Educa-
tion in the rural schools of New Hampshire. 
In doing this survey, it would be most 
helpful if I could interview you regarding this 
matter in your community. May I have the privi-
lege of such an interview on~~--=---------------
at o'clock in your office? 
If the above mentioned date and time is 
not at your convenience, please indicate suitable 
arrangements on the enclosed self-addressed card 
and send to me, that I may plan accordingly. 
Thank you for your kind consideration in 
this matter. I shall be looking forward to my in-
terview with you. 
Cordially yours, 
Dorothy Keniston 
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INTERVIEW CHECK-LIST 
Town. ________________________________________________________ __ 
Interviewee 
------------------------------------------------
Official Position 
------------------~----------------------
Part I. Communities with no organized music education program. 
1. Vihat factors prevent you from establishing a music 
education program in your school curriculum? 
____ Population of town 
Type of community 
---
Size of town debt 
---
Tax rate of town 
---
Total real estate value of town 
----
___ Total amount of tov-m budget 
Total amount of school budget 
-----
---
Numb er of public schools in town 
Enrollment of schools 
---
Total number of tuition pupils attending schools in the 
---tmm 
Total number of tovm financed tuition pupils attending 
---schools in other towns 
Amount of State Aid for public school education 
---
Lack of desire and cooperation f or such a program in the 
---community 
Other school administrators apparently not aware of the 
---importance of such a program 
Remarks: 
I 
I 
I 
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INTERVI~N CHECK-LIST 
Town 
-------------------------------------------------------
Interviewee 
-------------------------------------
Off i cial Position 
------·-----------------------------------
Part II. All communities. 
l. Do you consider Music Education essential to the 
school curriculum? 
Yes No 
--- ----
--~Luxury or frill- goo d if it can be easily 
supported, but not necessary. 
Remar ks: 
Yes 
----
----
----
2. Are the available facilities and equipment adequate 
for the establishment and maintenance of a satisfac- I 
tory pro~ram in music education? 1 
. ~ :j 
___ Yes No ____ _ 
Classrooms available 
Piano in each room where music classes held 
Record player in each building where music is 
taught 
Available records appropriate for each age 
----group 
I! Rhythm band and melody orchestra instruments 
1
1 available 
II 
Sch ool owned instruments to complete instrumen-____ _ 
-----tation in band and orchestra - i.e. string 
bass, tubas, bass drum 
Music books for each level of classroom in-
-----struction 
-··--=----- -----"==-=---
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---
Orchestrations (suitable levels) 
Band arrangements (suitable levels) 
---
---
Choral arrangements (suitable levels) 
Remarks: 
,I 
I 3. What difficulties have you had, or do you anticipate 11 
in arranging a time and place in your curriculum for 
a music education program? 
---
School day too short 
___ Teacher has too great a teaching load to enable facility 
in scheduling 
Classrooms not available 
---
Teacher load does not permit scheduling with a desirable 
----frequency of classes 
---
School day not divided into sufficient number of periods 
Bus pupils and commuters limit length of school day 
---
Bus pupils and commuters prevent scheduling activities 
-----outside of school hours 
Too many extra activities must be scheduled at the same 
----time 
Supervisor's schedule must meet with the approval of 
---several towns' school systems 
Remarks: 
------ -
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4. What have been, or are, the problems to be overcome in 
establishing a sound music education program in the 
schools? 
---
Full time employment of a qualified music supervisor 
___ Obtain sufficient equipment 
---
Time scheduling of classes and activities 
---
Room scheduling of classes and activities 
Make the music program available to all, or nearly all, 
---pupils 
Develop a desirable relationship between the music 
----supervisor and the principals and classroom teachers 
Offer a varied program consisting of adequate vocal, 
---instrumental, and listening activities in music 
Grant credit for music courses 
---
Remarks: 
5. What are the underlying causes for the existence of 
these problems? 
_____ Adequate school budget 
Approval of self-supporting music budget 
---
Convince taxpayers that music is essential to a well-
---developed curriculum 
---
Transportation to several communities uses much of the 
supervisor's time 
Supervisor's schedule permits only a limited number of 
-----music classes in each school 
_____ Pupils have full schedules since they want to participate 
in many, or all, of the different school activities 
Supervisor not qualified to give the same quality of in-
---struction in each of the types of varied music programs 
0 
___ Supervisor is not proficient in the management of a well-
developed music education program 
_____ Overcrowded school buildings 
Increased enrollment 
----
----
Enlarged curriculum 
Remarks: 
6. What are your suggestions for eliminating these 
causes? 
Remarks: 
7. If necessary, would you eliminate or consolidate sub-
jects to include, or improve, the music education 
in your curriculum? 
Yes No 
---- ---
Remarks: 
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N. H. State Tax Commission 
Room 213 
State House 
Concord, New Hampshire 
Dear Sir: 
59 Aldie Street 
Allston, Mass. 
June 8, 1951 
As a graduate student at Boston University, 
I ~ conducting a survey of the physical and econo-
mic factors related to the status of Music Education 
in the rural schools of New Hampshire. 
In doing this survey, it is necessary that 
I obtain the following material for each town in New 
Hampshire for the year 1950. 
1. Total real estate value 
2. Tax rate 
3. Total expenditures of town 
4. Town debt 
If any or all of the above-mentioned items 
may be made available, I would greatly appreciate 
receiving same. 
Thank you for your help and cooperation in 
this matter. 
Very truly yours, 
Dorothy Keniston 
- -=--~ -------=== 
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TOWNS 
Alexandria 
Andover 
Antrim 
Ashland 
Bath 
Belmont 
Bennington 
Bethlehem 
Boscowen 
Bradford 
Bridgewater 
Bristol 
Campton 
Canaan 
Canterbury 
Center Harbor 
Chichester 
Dalton 
Danbury 
Deering 
Dorchester 
Gilford 
Gilmanton 
Grafton _ 
COVERED BY INTERVIEWS 
Groton 
Haverhill 
Hebron 
Henniker 
Hill 
Hillsboro 
Holderness 
Hopkinton 
Loudon 
Meredith 
Monroe 
Moultonboro 
Newbury 
New Hampton 
Northfield 
Orange 
Piermont 
Rumney 
Salisbury 
Sanbornton 
Sandwich 
Stoddard 
Sutton 
Tho~n'!,'; op--==-=--= .o-.- --
Tilton 
Warner 
Warren 
Washington 
Webster 
Wentworth 
Wilmot 
Windsor 
Woodstock 
l 
II 
.I 
il 
-- - -~ ---- -=--- ==-=== 
Persons Interviewed · 
Superintendent of Schools: 
Phil A. Bennett 
Almon W. Bushnell 
1 Leslie s. Cmamings 
Gordon L. Fox 
Maurice C. Gray 
Donald P. Mattoon 
Stewart V. McCormack 
Arthur E. Rollins 
Fred W. Snell 
William C. Sterling 
Haverhill, Bath, Monroe, Piermont, 
Warren, Woodsville 
Ashland, Meredith, Moultonboro, 
Sandwich 
Littleton, Bethlehem, Dalton 
Penacook, Andover, Boscawen, 
Chichester, Loudon, Salisbury, 
Wilmot 
Bristol, Alexandria, Bridgewater, 
Canaan, Danbury, Grafton, Groton, 
Hebron, Orange 
Tilton, Northfield, Belmont, 
Canterbury, Gilford, Gilmanton 
Hillsboro, Antrim, Bennington, 
Deering, Stoddard, Washington, 
Windsor 
Wentworth, Woodstock, Campton, 
Dorchester, Plymouth, Rumney, 
Thornton 
Franklin, Hill, ~w Hampton, 
Sanbornton 
Hopkinton, Warner, Bradford, 
Henniker, Newbury, Sutton, 
Webster, Contoocook 
84 
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School Principals: 
' George H. Corson 
Frederick J. Delaney 
Robert B. Edwards 
Elson J. Herrick 
Howard R. Kimball 
Ralph H. Potter 
Gordon R. Tate 
Music Supervisors: 
Blanche Bailey 
Marilyn Drake 
Kenneth Jewett 
' Paul Mayer son 
--=--=----· ~ .. _ 
Donald E. Musgrove 
Mrs. Estelle Watts 
---- -- - -=-==-=--=-"-=''---" 
I 
I 85 
I 
I 
-=~ ~~~--=-=-=-============#======1 
Andover 
Meredith 
Henniker 
Hopkinton 
Ashland 
Tilton - Northfield 
Bristol 
II 
,, 
I 
I 
!I 
I 
I 
il 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
Bradford, Hopkinton, Newbury, 
Warner, Webster 
Sutton,j 
Ashland, Holderness, Sandwich 
Bennington., Deering, Henniker, 
Hillsboro, Stoddard, Washington, 
'YVindsor 
Canterbury, Gilford, Gilmanton, 
Northfield, Tilton 
I 
Meredith, Center Harbor, Moultonboro I 
Bridgewater, Bristol, New Hampton, 
Sanbornton 
I 
I 
I 
I 
'I 
d 
r-=-=--==-=---o 
--,- -=--
1 
II 
'I I. 
;I 
I 
,I 
-- -- -
I' 
Activities 
General Music 
Chorus 
Band 
TABLE XX 
Instrument Classes 
Activities 
Glee Club 
Chorus 
Choir 
Band 
Orchestra. 
General Music 
Music Appreciation 
TABLE XXI 
Per Cent 
71.7 
21.7 
2.2 
23.9 
19.6 
17.4 
6.5 
Per Cent 
82.6 
23.9 
2.2 
23.9 
Enroll.Jiient 
Median 
35 
38 
11 
14 
19 
45 
7 
R6 ~J 
Town 
[Brookline 
Dalton 
G:i.ltord. 
·Greenfield 
, Hampton Fa.lls 
Kensington 
Merrimack 
Mont Vernon 
''Newcastle 
New Durham 
Newfields 
11Stratham. 
I 
" I 
,. 
II 
,, 
II 
I 
II 
II 
TABLE XXII 
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAMS m THE GRADE I-VI 
No. 
Schools Enrollment. 
2 75 
1 74 
1 142 
1 41 
1 43 
1 51 
5 319 
2 33 
2 40 
1 48 
1 40 
3 73 
No. Part Time No. Full Time Elementary Inst1 
Music Teachers Music Teachers SaJ.a.ry Gen.Mus Chor.Band Cfil.s~es 
1 225 
1 275 
1 283 
1 200. 
1 200. 
1 250. 
1 600. 
1 100. 
1 300. 
1 :144. 
1 200. 
1 250. 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 45 25 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
I 
I 
XI 
I' 
-' 
...... 
,, 
I· 
II 
TABLE XXlli 
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- -
- ... - ------ - - -------- -
::·_ =.:.-.=... =--~ -=-'- ::- .:....::.... - ~-~-;.:_-==-= --=---=-=--
THE STATUS OF THE MUSIC PROGRAMS IN THE GRADE I-VIII 
Jl 
No. of No. Part Time No. Full Time Elementa.rz ,I Town Enrollment Music Music Sal.a.ry Gen. Music Chorus Instr. I' 
I 
Schools Teachers Teachers Classes 1 
I ~ enstown 1 5o 1 .... 300. X !Atkinson 1 77 1 305. ~ uburn 2 148 1 ' .... 401.94 X 
a.rnstea.d 2 100 1 300. X 
I on 1 156 1 325. X 
II i a.th 3 88 1 370.92 X 
i' ed.forcl 3 195 1 500. X I ~ennington 1 93 1 550.(Art) X I 
I !Boscawen 3 244 1 475. X I 
1 91 1 375. i ra.d.forcl X I ridgewater 1 17 1 100. X li 
ampton 6 147 1 650. X I a.ndia 1 160 1 400. X 
' 
erbury 5 101 1 283. X 
I 1~enter l!a:rbor 1 52 1 350. X hester 1 142 1 375.60 X 
li hi chester 81 1 250. X X 
~o1ebrook 4 68 1 400. X II 
o1umbia. 5 103 1 500. X 
pa.nbury 3 86 1 231. X 
lpeerfield 3 101 1 400. X 
Dublin 1 86 1 417. X 
bunba.rton 2 85 1 340. X ~st Kingston 2 57 1 200. X 
2 73 1 306. X II psom 
f itzwi 11; am 3 145 1 X trancestown 1 60 1 250. X 
:l.lmanton 2 132 1 283. X 
raft on 2 75 1 176. X 
---------·-
H_ 
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TABLE XXIII (Continued) 
=-
No. o:t No.Part Time No.Full Time Elementary Town Schools Enrollment Music Music . Salary Gen. Music Chorus Instr. Teachers Teachers Classes 
preen.land 1 105 1 325. X 
Greenville 1 57 1 255. X 
Harrisville 2 67 1 X 
Hillsboro 4 75 1 750. X 
Holderness 4 90 1 450. X 
Jackson 1 33 1 uo. X 
Lisbon 2 39 1 X X 
Lisbon 
rlSuga.r Holl) 1 29 1 X X 
tch:tield _ 1 68 1 250. X 
Londonderry 1 201 1 578.40 X 
Lyme 3 132 1 350. X 
Mason 1 33 1 200. X 
Monroe 1 71 1 1 4,150. X X X 
Moultonboro 1 120 1 475. X 
Newbury 2 39 1 375. X 
New Hampton 3 61 1 512.50 X 
Newington 3 77 1 200. X 
Newton 2 139 1 408. X 
No.Hampton 5 136 1 375. X 
Nottingham 2 80 1 250. X 
Pelham 3 188 1 400. X 
Piermont 1 68 1 252.12 X 
Plaistow 1 260 1 580. X 
Rindge 3 86 1 335. X 
Rumney 5 126 1 600. X 
Rye 7 250 1 510. X 
Sanbornton 1 96 1 512.50 X 
Stoddard 1 31 1 300. X 
Sutton 3 82 1 375. X 
Temple 1 50 1 200. X 
Thornton 3 61 1 325. X 
I (.Y) 
II c.o 
I 
I 
TABLE XXlli (Continued) 
'===- - ~ 
l'lo. o£ Enrollment No.Part. Time No.Full Time Town Schools Music. Music . 
Teachers Teachers 
Tuftonboro 1 71 1 
Warren 1 94 1 
Washington 1 19 1 
Webster 2 46 1 
Wentworth 1 66 1 
Westmoreland 3 110 1 
Windham 2 121 1 
h 
SaJ.a.ry 
400. 
431.20 
400. 
375. 
325. 
333. 
438.77 
Elementary. 
Gen. Music Chorus 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
X 
'e'i~-
Instr. 
Classes 
l 
i 
C/:J 
I O 

li 
I 
-I 
TABLE XXIV (Continued) 
- i 
Town No. of Enroll- No. Part No. Ful.J. Sal- Glee iti;em~ Schools ment Time Music Time Music ary Club Chor. Band Orch.Gen• :~Chor.Ba.ndinstru. 
II Teachers Teachers Mus. App. Mus. us Cl. I 
Northwood 3 l33 1 375. 50 6 X 
Orford 2 188 1 (Art)lOO. Girls X 
I Pittsfield 3 486 1 X X 
Raymond 2 337 1.--: 2200. 41 88 88 X 
Sandwich 4 76 3 (one)450. X 
strafford 4 90 1 288. X 
1S'WlB.pee 2 202 1 800. 36 2 X X x ,, 
stratford 2 250 1 625. X 15 16 99 X X X 
11Tilton-
1 Northfield 2 612 1 1603 X X X X X X I 
1
,Troy 1 253 2 25 X 
1,Warner 3 260 1 750. 60 16 15 8 8 X X 
Whitefield 2 346 1 690. 50 25 X 
X II Wilton 2 356 1 1050. 45 79 
Winchester 3 472 1 2300. 42 29 9 k X 
1Wood.stock 3 177 1 600. 16 X 
Enfield 3 345 1 450. 84 X 
•Bartlett 5 191 I 
1 440. 16 X 
II · ~ 
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